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CONSTITUTIONAL  LITIGATION  SEMINAR 


There  are  7  items  in  this  package  for  purchase,  facta  of  the  Respondents  and 
Intervenors  in  the  Sunday  closing  case.  You  should  already  have  the  A.G. 
Ontario  factum  on  the  appeal. 

The  judgment  of  Southey  J.  is  contained  in  the  A.G.  Ontario  "Motion  Book"  on 
the  stay  application,  which  you  should  have  already  purchased  from  the 
casebook  room  as  well.  Included  in  the  new  bundle  of  materials  are  copies 
of  the  statutes  that  I  discussed  in  class. 

The  guests  for  the  next  class,  Oct.  2nd,  are  the  lawyers  representing  the 
Respondents  and  Intervenors.  Please  come  prepared  to  discuss  the  case  from 
the  point  of  view  of  litigation  skills  and  strategies,  the  oral  argument  as 
well  as  substantive  legal  points. 

The  oral  argument  has  been  very  interesting.  I  hope  that  you  will  take  the 
opportunity  to  catch  more  of  it. 

Please  get  your  practicum  questionnaires  back  to  me  as  soon  as  possible. 


Prof.  L.  Weinrib 
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